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SUMMARY 

Egg  prices  rose  sharply  in  the  last  half  of  February,  after  they  had 
fallen  earlier  in  the  month  to  what  will  likely  prove  to  be  the  1958  low.  The 
higher  prices  continued  into  mid-March,  when  mixed  colors,  Extras,  in  Chicago 
were  about  k2  cents  per  dozen,  12  cents  above  a  year  earlier  and  6  cents  above 
a  month  earlier.  Average  prices  received  by  farmers  in  mid-February  were  36.6 
cents  per  dozen,  almost  k  cents  higher  than  in  February  1957.  Farmers'  prices 
through  the  spring  are  likely  to  continue  above  the  year  before,  probably  by  a 
wider  margin  than  in  mid-February. 

Widespread  storms  and  cold  weather  in  mid-February  affected  the  timing 
of  the  egg  price  increase.    At  the  beginning  of  that  month,  egg  production  was 
temporarily  above  the  year  before,  and  prices  for  some  grades  declined  to  about 
year-ago  levels.    But  supplies  tightened  abruptly  after  mid-month,  and  the 
price  trends  were  reversed.    Due  to  the  smaller  flock  now  on  hand  —  March  1 
layers  were  k  percent  fewer  than  la6t  year  —  monthly  egg  production  until 
about  mid-year  is  likely  to  be  below  1957 • 


After  mid-year,  the  volume  of  egg  production  will  be  increasingly  in- 
fluenced by  the  size  of  this  spring's  hatch  of  replacement  chicks.    In  early 
February  farmers  planned  a  6  percent  increase  over  last  year's  low  (since  rec- 
ords were  begun)  of  39^  million  chickens  raised.    January  and  February  hatch- 
ings this  year  have  averaged  11  percent  above  1957*    The  increases  may  not  be 
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as  great  in  the  remaining  important  hatching  months,  and  total  hatchings  for  the 
season  may  be  closer  to  the  intentions  than  the  early  season  rate  indicates. 
Eggs  in  incubators  March  1  for  replacement-type  chicks  were  k  percent  above 
1957. 

Up  to  about  6  percent  more  replacement  chickens  than  last  year  would  not 
raise  the  size  of  the  fall  laying  flock  above  1957 >  because  the  present  laying 
flock  includes  an  unusually  large  number  of  hens  which  probably  will  be  sold 
this  fall  or  earlier.    However,  if  the  intentions  are  substantially  exceeded, 
the  laying  flock  in  the  last  quarter  of  1958  will  be  larger  than  last  year. 

Broiler  prices  in  February  and  early  March  increased  further  following 
the  sharp  rises  that  occurred  in  early  January.    At  19. 9  and  20.3  cents  per 
pound,  respectively,  the  mid-January  and  mid-February  U.  S.  average  prices  in 
producing  areas  were  1.9  and  0.9  cents  above  the  year  before.    The  mid-December 
1957  price  was  l6.3  cents  per  pound.    While  the  price  increases  were  partly 
seasonal,  they  were  affected  also  by  cold  weather,  continued  high  prices  for  red 
meats  and  by  reports  of  high  death  losses  —  now  curbed  —  in  some  broiler 
flocks.    During  these  months  of  increased  prices,  broiler  production  was  about 
9  percent  above  last  year,  and  recent  placements  and  egg  settings  indicate  that 
production  between  mid-March  and  mid-year  will  exceed  1957  by  10  percent. 

Turkey  hatchings  in  recent  months,  covering  15  to  20  percent  of  a  normal 
season's  hatchings,  have  been  only  three- fourths  of  a  year  earlier.  Farmers, 
January  intentions  were  to  raise  about  the  same  number  of  turkeys  as  the  record 
80.6  million  in  1957-    The  1958  output  is  likely  to  fall  short  of  the  intentions, 
in  which  case  prices  late  in  the  year  would  increase  slightly  compared  with  1957* 
Current  prices  for  turkey  hens  from  storage  are  a  few  cents  per  pound  higher 
than  last  year,  but  toms  are  lower.    Present  marketings  from  farms  are  near  the 
season's  low.    The  U.  S.  average  farm  price  for  the  relatively  few  sales  was 
2U.7  cents  in  mid-February,  1.5  cents  above  the  Sept ember- January  average  which 
included  the  bulk  of  sales  from  the  1957  crop. 


REVIEW  AND  OUTLOOK 
Background  -  Farmers  cut  their  1957  number  of  replacement  chick- 
ens raised  to  39^  million,  a  decline  of  18  percent  from  the  year 
before.    By  fall  the  effects  of  this  became  apparent  upon  numbers 
of  layers,  egg  production,  and  egg  prices.    In  September  egg  prices 
rose  above  the  year  before  for  the  first  time  in  1957*  On 
January  1,  1958,  the  National  laying  flock  was  5  percent  smaller 
than  the  year  before,  with  the  12  percent  reduction  in  pullets 
partly  offset  by  an  increased  retention  of  hens. 
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Egg  Prices  Rose  after  raid-February; 
Season  Low  Probably  Past 

Egg  prices  in  the  last  2  weeks  of  February  advanced  sharply  from  the 
levels  in  the  first  half  of  the  month,  when  they  probably  were  at  their  lows 
for  the  1957-58  season.    During  the  first  half  of  the  month,  most  quotations 
averaged  only  a  few  cents  higher  than  in  1957;  hy  the  end  of  the  month,  except 
on  the  Pacific  Coast,  they  were  about  8  -  15  cents  higher  than  in  1957  (table 
l).    Most  of  the  recent  price  rise  is  likely  to  be  retained  despite  the  ex- 
pected seasonal  rise  in  production  in  the  next  few  weeks.    As  a  result,  average 
egg  prices  will  show  a  progressively  larger  margin  over  last  spring,  when  they 
were  trending  downward.    The  mid-February  U.  S.  average  price  to  farmers  was 
36.6  cents  per  dozen,  compared  with  32.8  cents  per  dozen  a  year  earlier. 

Several  factors  help  to  explain  the  mid-February  timing  of  the  egg  price 
strength.    An  extraordinarily  high  rate  of  lay  in  the  2  or  3  weeks  centered  on 
February  1  (table  2),  and  a  delay  in  the  usual  into-storage  movement  for  shell 
eggs  (tables  3  and  *0>  probably  tended  to  hold  prices  down  early  in  the  month. 
Then,  cold  weather  cut  production  and  a  heavy  snowfall  at  about  mid-month 
disrupted  Northeastern  transportation,  helping  to  raise  prices. 

Since  September  1957,  egg  production  on  farms  —  and  hence  supply  of 
fresh  eggs  •—  has  been  less  than  in  the  corresponding  period  the  year  before. 
However,  output  temporarily  rose  slightly  above  a  year  earlier  in  late  January 
and  early  February.    Lower  September-January  production  was  mainly  caused  by  a 
reduction  in  the  laying  flock  that  was  not  fully  offset  by  increased  rates  of 
lay.l/  On  January  1,  1958,  for  example,  the  number  of  layers  on  farms  was 
almost  5  percent  smaller  than  the  previous  January  and  the  rate  of  lay  about 
l-§-  percent  higher,  resulting  in  a  3  percent  drop  in  egg  production  from  a  year 
earlier.    But  during  January  the  laying  flock  was  reduced  less  than  in  January 
1957,  with  the  result  that  February  1  layers  were  only  k  percent  fewer  than 
last  February  1.    The  February  1  rate  of  lay,  however,  rose  5  percent  above  a 
year  before  to  5^  eggs  per  100  birds. 

At  the  same  time  that  production  rose  at  a  faster  seasonal  rate  than 
last  year  and  reached  a  higher  level,  there  was  no  net  in-movement  of  shell 
eggs  to  storage  in  the  35  cities  for  which  weekly  reports  are  available.  The 
net  in-movement  in  1955  and  1957  began  in  the  first  week  of  January,  and  in 
1956  in  the  third  week,  but  in  1958  it  had  not  yet  begun  in  the  second  week  of 
March.    With  no  eggs  on  a  net  basis  being  diverted  to  this  important  outlet 
for  usual  seasonal  surpluses,  prices  in  the  first  6  weeks  of  1958  were  on  a 
downtrend;  and  after  mid-February,  prices  became  so  strong  that  handlers  pre- 
ferred to  sell  on  the  fresh  market  rather  than  to  store  eggs.    As  a  result, 
shell  egg  storage  this  year  is  late,  and  will  be  light. 


1/  In  October  and  November  rate  of  lay  per  100  birds  was  actually  lower 
than  the  year  before,  reversing  an  unbroken  October-November  trend  of  13 
years  standing. 
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Although  the  quantity  of  shell  eggs  stored  is  declining,  shell  storage 
remains  an  important  outlet  for  the  diversion  of  abundant  springtime  supplies. 
It  will  be  an  important  price-sustaining  force  when  the  net  in-movement  begins. 
In  late  February,  the  narrow  spread  between  fresh  egg  prices  (about  39  cents 
for  large  Extras  in  Chicago)  and  fall  future  contracts  (October,  about  I4O.5 
cents)  was  too  little  to  provide  a  hedge  to  insure  the  return  of  carrying 
charges  for  storing  eggs.    In  early  March,  this  cash-future  price  relationship 
became  even  more  unfavorable  to  would-be  storers.    Another  factor  delaying  the 
storage  of  eggs  this  year  was  the  change  to  February  15  (from  February  l)  of 
the  earliest  allowable  storage  date  for  eggs  to  be  delivered  on  future  con- 
tracts.   Because  a  large  proportion  of  the  eggs  stored  are  hedged,  this  change 
limited  the  diversion  of  eggs  to  storage  during  the  first  half  of  February 
when  egg  prices  were  weak. 

The  price  situation  changed  abruptly  about  February  15,  when  temperatures 
were  low  and  heavy  snow  covered  the  Northeast  and  North  Central  States.  The 
cold  weather  also  reached  into  the  South.    The  usual  seasonal  increase  in  rate 
of  lay  was  slowed  and  transportation  impeded.    Egg  prices  strengthened  quickly. 
Nearby  white  Extras  rose  6  cents  per  dozen  in  New  York  City  from  February  Ik 
to  February  21,  and  Midwestern  whites  rose  5  cents.    On  March  IB   New  York 
quotations  were,  respectively,  52  and  kQ.  5  cents  per  dozen  for  these  classes  of 
eggs,  hardly  any      below  their  late  February  levels.    With  seasonal  demands  •— 
storage,  breaking  and  eggs  for  hatching  —  matching  or  exceeding  the  remaining 
seasonal  increase  in  supply,  fresh  egg  prices  in  the  next  few  months  are  not 
likely  to  recede  much  from  mid-March  levels.    In  the  summer  they  are  likely  to 
continue  generally       above  1957  levels.    Prices  later  in  the  year  will  depend 
to  a  considerable  extent  upon  the  course  of  laying  flock  replacement,  discussed 
in  another  section  of  this  report. 

Egg  Production  to  Mid-year 
Likely  to  Lag  Below  1957 

The  laying  flock  of  307  million  birds  on  March  1  was  k  percent  smaller 
than  a  year  earlier.    On  January  1,  1958  there  were  321  million  layers  on  hand, 
indicating  a  seasonal  reduction  of  Ik  million  layers  in  January-February.  In 
January-February  1957  the  corresponding  reduction  had  been  17  million.  These 
figures  indicate  approximately  an  18  percent  decrease  from  last  year  in  the  net 
number  of  birds  removed  from  laying  flocks.    The  relatively  small  reduction 
since  January  1  evidently  is  due  to  a  decline  in  sale  of  mature  birds  for  meat. 
Additions  to  the  laying  flock    have  not  increased.    On  January  1  there  were  31 
million  "pullets  not  yet  of  laying  age".    These  are  the  birds  from  which  addi- 
tional layers  are  coming.    They  numbered  32  million  a  year  earlier.    (Table  5) 

Until  substantial  numbers  of  1958-hatched  pullets  begin  to  lay,  after 
mid-year,  the  laying  flock  is  likely  to  continue  below  its  1957  size,  despite 
possibly  lighter  culling  and  delayed  sale  of  old  birds.    Expected  higher  egg 
prices  and  cheaper  feed  prices  than  a  year  ago  may  slow  down  the  usual  decline 
in  number  of  layers  from  the  December-January  peak  of  flock  size  to  the  fall 
low  point. 


PES-191* 


-  7  - 


MARCH  1958 


Meanwhile,  for  several  months  rate  of  lay  per  bird  is  unlikely  to  rise 
sufficiently  over  last  year  to  compensate  for  the  reduced  flock  size.    In  March, 
April,  and  May,  the  rates  of  lay  are  at  or  near  the  season  peak,  which  has  risen 
only  slightly  in  the  past  10  years.    Increases  in  rate  of  lay  are  largest  in  the 
fall  and  early  winter. 

This  combination  of  a  smaller  flock  than  last  spring,  and  rate  of  lay 
little  if  any  higher,  will  hold  egg  production  until  mid-year  below  1957 >  con- 
tributing to  the  egg  price  strength  which  is  discussed  in  the  preceding  section. 

Farmers  Intend  to  Raise  6  Percent  More 
Replacement  Chicks;  January-March 
Hatchings  Up  7  Percent 

After  mid-1958  the  size  of  the  laying  flock  and  the  number  of  eggs  pro- 
duced will  progressively  reflect  the  number  of  replacement  chickens  raised  this 
spring.    On  about  February  1,  farmers  indicated  that  they  intended  to  raise  6 
percent  more  laying-type  chickens  than  the  small  out-turn  of  39^  million  in 
1957  (tables  6,  7). 

This  outlook  will  naturally  become  clearer  later  in  the  season.  Replace- 
ment-type chicks  hatched  in  September-March  typically  account  for  about  half 
of  the  season's  output.    Hatchings  in  April-June  account  for  an  additional  kO- 
odd  percent  (table  8). 

The  intentions  to  raise  chickens  show  moderate  increases  for  all  regions, 
except  the  South  Central  States,  where  the  intended  increase  is  Ik  percent.  In 
each  of  the  other  regions  the  intentions  are  to  raise  from  3  to  6  percent  more 
birds  than  in  1957- 

An  increase  of  6  percent  in  replacement  chickens  for  the  United  States 
will  not  result  in  a  net  increase  in  the  number  of  layers  available  in  the  fall. 
An  unusually  large  proportion  of  the  present  egg  laying  flock  consists  of  old 
birds  —  hatched  in  1956  or  earlier  — ■  and  the  need  to  replace  them  will  pro- 
vide space  for  more  pullets  without  resulting  in  an  equivalent  increase  in  the 
total  remaining  number    of  layers.    This  was  discussed  in  detail  in  Poultry  and 
Egg  Situation  192  (November  1957,  page  6). 

If  intentions  are  not  exceeded,  the  1958  fall  laying  flock  thus  will  not 
exceed  that  of  the  fall  of  1957-    But  egg  production  is  likely  to  be  up  because 
of  increases  in  rate  of  lay.    Due  to  population  increase,  however,  per  capita 
egg  supplies  may  be  only  slightly  larger  than  in  the  fall  of  1957 •    Under  such 
conditions  and  assuming  no  abrupt  changes  in  demand,  egg  prices  in  the  fall 
might  be  near  the  1957  levels. 

It  is  still  too  early  to  determine  whether  or  not  farmers 1  intended  6  per- 
cent increase  in  chickens  raised  for  laying  flock  replacement    will  be  exceeded. 
Hatchings  of  egg-type  chicks  in  the  first  3  months  of  1958  (assuming  the  March 
hatch  reflects  the  k  percent  increase  in  the  March  1  number  of  eggs  in 
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incubators)  exceeded  1957  by  7  percent.    To  some  extent  this  may  reflect  the 
recent  trend  toward  earlier  hatching  by  specialized  egg  producers. 

If  intentions  are  substantially  exceeded,  the  laying  flock  and  egg  pro- 
duction next  fall  would  both  be  up  noticeably  from  the  same  time  last  year  and 
egg  prices  would  be  relatively  low. 

Broiler  Prices  Strong 

Despite  Increased  Placements 

U.  S.  farm  prices  for  broilers  averaged  19*9  end  20.3  cents  per  pound 
in  January  and  February,  respectively,  compared  with  l8.0  and  19- ^  cents  in 
these  year-earlier  months.    This  strength  occurred  despite  sharply  increased 
supplies  compared  with  early  1957  (table  10).    Slaughter  in  large  plants  since 
January  1  has  been  9  percent  above  1957;  and  placements  since  January  1  (to 
result  in  slaughter  8-10  weeks  later)  have  exceeded  1957  by  about  10  percent. 

The  broiler  price  increase,  from  16.3  cents  per  pound  in  mid-December 
to  a  level  3*6  cents  higher  a  month  later,  was  partly  seasonal  (table  11). 
Through  Christmas,  turkeys  are  the  featured  cla36  of  poultry,  to  the  possible 
detriment  of  broiler  prices.    But  this  year's  January  increase  was  more  than 
was  expected  from  usual  seasonal  developments.    Other  factors  included:  (l) 
unusual  mortality  in  the  Southeast  in  December;  (2)  cold  weather  in  the  same 
region,  which  slowed  growth,  increased  mortality,  and  delayed  marketings;  and 
(3)  high  prices  for  red  meats. 

Finally,  some  observers  see  recent  declines  in  real  consumer  income,  at 
a  time  when  red  meat  prices  have  been  rising,  as  a  basis  for  strong  broiler 
prices.    The  reasoning  is  that  at  current  prices  broilers  are  a  relatively 
economical  meat. 

On  a  seasonal  basis,  demand  for  broilers  continues  upward  until  the 
summer  peak.    July  and  August  prices  are  often  among  the  highest  of  the  year, 
despite  the  peak  in  marketings  at  that  time.    In  view  of  the  large  number  of 
broilers  now  growing  —  in  early  March,  perhaps  10  percent  more  than  last  year 
—  continued  firm  prices  through  the  summer  are  not  assured.    But  the  prevail- 
ing spirit  in  the  industry  is  much  more  optimistic  than  during  most'  of  1957 • 

During  1957 >  broiler  output  increased  8  percent  over  1956  in  the  22 
States  that  account  for  over  85  percent  of  the  U.  S.  output.    But  in  these 
States  in  the  last  10  weeks  of  1957 ,  broiler  placements  .which  will  enter  1958 
production  were  13  percent  above  the  year  before,  and  subsequent  placements  and 
egg  settings  —  governing  production  until  early  June  —  have  been  almost  at 
that  relation  to  the  year  before.    So  an  even  larger  percentage  increase  than 
in  1957  is  indicated  for  the  first  half  of  1958.    Barring  a  reversal  in  the 
trend  of  placements  in  the  next  several  months,  "the  year  as  a  whole  will  also 
exceed  1957  broiler  production. 
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Broiler  feed  prices  have  drifted  downward  over  the  last  year  and  a  half. 
Mid-month  farm  prices  of  broiler  ration  averaged  about  $4.80  in  the  four  months 
ended  March  1,  about  15  cents  per  hundred  pounds  below  a  year  earlier.  At  this 
level  they  were  the  lowest  since  early  1956.  However,  prices  of  the  basic  feed 
ingredients  have  strengthened  in  the  past  2  months.  A  change  of  15  cents  per 
hundred  pounds  in  feed  cost  is  equivalent  to  a  change  of  about  a  cent  per 
chicken  (l/3  cent  per  pound)  in  production  costs. 

In  addition  to  the  slight  reduction  in  feed  costs,  compared  with  early 
1957*  broiler  production  returns  are  made  more  favorable  by  the  greater  effi- 
ciency of  most  present-day  feeds.  Compared  with  as  recently  as  a  year  or  two 
ago,  the  typical  feed,  for  which  the  price  is  represented  in  these  averages, 
will  now  produce  more  broiler  meat  per  pound.  Feed-meat  conversion  ratios  of 
one  pound  of  broiler  from  the  feeding  of  2^  pounds  of  ration  are  now  common 
among  the  more  efficient  growers. 

Turkeys ;    Few  Now  Growing; 
Storage  Stocks  Mostly  Toms 

In  January  farmers  reported  intentions  to  grow  about  the  same  number  of 
turkeys  as  the  1957  record  crop  of  80.6  million  birds.    But  hatchery  and  rela- 
ted activities  to  date  have  not  been  up  to  this  indicated  level.    The  mid- 
February  price  received  by  farmers,  at  24.7  cents  per  pound,  has  risen  from  the 
low  point  last  fall  (table  12) .    Sales  from  farms  now  are  near  a  seasonal  low 
point,  and  most  marketings  are  being  made  from  storage.    Storage  stocks,  mostly 
toms,  were  15^  million  pounds  on  March  1,  5  million  pounds  above  the  year  be- 
fore but  15  million  pounds  above  any  other  preceding  March  1  (table  13). 

Farmers  actually  reported  a  slight  (one  percent)  increase  over  1957  in 
their  1958  turkey  intentions  reports.    The  increase  was  entirely  for  Bronze  and 
other  heavy-breed  turkeys,  at  10 k  percent  of  the  1957  figure.    Heavy  whites 
were  intended  at  about  the  same  number  as  last  year,  but  11  percent  fewer 
Beltsvilles  and  other  light-breed  turkeys  will  be  grown  if  farmers  abide  by 
their  January  intentions. 

In  the  last  2  months,  prices  of  turkey  hens  and  light-weight  turkeys 
such  as  Beltsvilles  have  risen  to  levels  several  cents  per  pound  higher  than  a 
year  ago,  while  toms  remain  cheaper  than  last  year.  Turkey  varieties  other 
than  Bronze  can  be  slaughtered  at  light  weights  which  take  advantage  of  the 
relatively  more  favorable  prices  for  small  turkeys.  But  half  of  the  Bronze 
birds  —  the  toms  —  have  no  large  outlet  except  as  heavy  birds  for  which  the 
price  is  now  the  lowest  since  at  least  1950. 

Farmers  so  far  have  not  followed  their  early  season  intentions,  accord- 
ing to  data  on  turkey  hatchings  and  related  activities.    Table  9  shows  that 
testings  and  hatchings  of  Bronze  turkeys  are  considerably  below  last  year, 
though  intentions  indicated  a  rise.    Recent  hatchings  of  light-breed  turkeys 
have  been  above  the  1957  level  as  shown  by  February  hatchings  and  March  1 
eggs  in  incubators.    However,  breeder  numbers  and  testings  are  down. 
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In  view  of  these  developments  to  date,  the  total  1958  turkey  crop  could 
be  smaller  than  the  1957  crop,  because  Bronze  turkeys  are  normally  the  most 
numerous  category.    Farmers'  prices  for  light-veight  birds  in  the  next  few 
months  are  likely  to  be  above  last  year,  because  there  are  few  hens  and  light- 
weight turkeys  in  storage  (table  Ik) ,  and  because  turkeys  now  growing  are  2k 
percent  fewer  than  last  year.    But  the  market  for  heavier  birds  will  be  less 
favorable,  and  the  large  storage  stocks  will  probably  continue  to  dominate  the 
price  picture  beyond  mid-year.    While  the  stocks  are  not  much  larger  than  last 
year,  they  considerably  exceed  any  preceding  year.    If  actual  turkey  production 
falls  significantly  short  of  the  intentions,  average  prices  to  farmers  in  the 
last  quarter  of  1958  are  likely  to  average  above  the  range  of  22  to  2k  cents 
per  pound  which  covered  the  mid-month  averages  that  prevailed  in  October-Decem- 
ber 1957-    Those  prices  were  the  lowest  for  the  season  since  19UI. 


The  next  issue  of  The  Poultry 
and  Egg  Situation  is  scheduled  for 
release  on  May  27. 
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FOREIGN  COMPETITION  IN  POULTRY  AND  EGGS* 

The  United  States  will  face  keen  competition  for  shell  egg  markets  in 
the  next  few  years,  but  the  Foreign  Argicultural  Service  expects  increased  ex- 
port opportunities  for  frozen  poultry  and  breeding  stock. 

U.  S.  poultry  and  egg  exports,  which  have  been  increasing  steadily  in 
the  past  few  years,  took  a  downward  turn  during  the  last  half  of  1957*  This 
sudden  downturn  was  caused  mainly  by  protective  actions  on  the  part  of  three 
leading  outlets — Canada,  Venezuela,  and  Cuba --which  are  fostering  their  poul- 
try industries. 

Canada  had  a  record  turkey  crop,  record  storage  holdings  of  all  poultry, 
and  unusually  large  imports  during  the  first  half  of  1957*    In  July  it  embar- 
goed imports  of  turkeys  and  fowl  in  order  to  carry  out  a  newly  enacted  price 
support  program.    Canada* s  1957  imports  from  the  United  States  up  to  the  time 
the  embargo  went  into  effect  totaled  9,k  million  pounds  of  turkeys  and  other 
fowl — a  little  less  than  half  the  1956  figure. 

Cuba  has  been  expanding  its  production  of  broiler  hatching  eggs  and 
chicks.    In  September  1957  domestic  supplies  of  broiler  chicks  were  considered 
sufficient  to  fill  the  country's  needs,  so  imports  were  stopped. 

Venezuela  had  already  taken  similar  action.    Imports  of  broiler-type  and 
egg-type  chicks  were  banned  by  that  country  in  July.    Venezuela,  however,  is 
not  producing  sufficient  hatching  eggs  and  has  sharply  increased  its  purchases 
from  the  United  States. 

The  Egg  Situation 

The  1957  world  egg  picture  was  marked  by  change.    The  long  upward  trend 
in  egg  production  since  World  War  II  continued  in  most  of  the  important  egg- 
producing  countries.    The  worldfs  leading  exporters,  the  Netherlands  and  Den- 
mark, produced  record  quantities  in  the  first  6  months  of  1957. 

Even  more  important,  the  United  Kingdom — traditionally  the  principal 
year-round  importer - -became  substantially  self-sufficient  in  eggs  in  1957 • 
This  was  accomplished  by  means  of  high  guaranteed  prices  to  producers,  a  move 
which  was  so  successful  that  eggs  were  actually  exported  in  early  1957. 

This  development  caused  a  pronounced  shift  in  world  trade.    The  Nether- 
lands and  Denmark — formerly  exporters  to  the  United  Kingdom — shifted  their 
sales  to  West  Germany,  which  is  becoming  an  increasingly  important  market. 
Ireland,  Australia,  and  South  Africa--which  also  depended  on  the  U.  K.  market — 
sent  small  shipments  to  new  markets,  but  have  not  been  as  successful  as  Den- 
mark and  the  Netherlands  in  adjusting  their  trade.    Consequently,  egg  supplies 
have  tended  to  grow  and  producer  prices  have  fallen. 

*This  is  reprinted,  with  changes,  from  the  January  I958  issue  of  Foreign 
Argiculture 
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Excellent  weather  and  a  larger  number  of  layers  contributed  to  particular- 
ly heavy  egg  production  in  the  United  States  as  well  as  in  Europe  in  1957. 
And  Canada — the  United  States*  leading  shell  egg  competitor — also  upped  its 
production.    Canada  shipped  twice  as  many  eggs  in  1957  as  in  1956.  Canadian 
exports  to  Venezuela  rose  sharply,  from  3^,300  cases  in  the  first  10  months  of 
I956  to  159,000  cases  in  the  same  period  of  1957.    U.  S.  exports  to  Venezuela 
also  rose  during  this  period,  but  to  a  lesser  degree. 

The  expecially  heavy  production — a  3-percent  overall  rise  over  1956  for 
26  leading  egg-producing  countries — and  the  disturbed  marketing  patterns  re- 
duced producer  prices  to  the  point  where  fewer  baby  chicks  were  produced  for 
flock  replacement  purposes  in  1957.    Therefore,  the  outlook  for  I958  is  for 
reduced  world  egg  supplies. 

The  Poultry  Situation 

World  trade  in  poultry  meat  rose  above  1956  levels  in  1957.    U.  S.  ex- 
ports, however,  dropped  during  the  last  half  of  the  year,  mainly  because  of  the 
restrictive  action  by  Canada.    The  depressing  effect  on  U.  S.  exports  caused 
by  this  action  is  expected  to  be  temporary. 

In  the  past  the  United  States*  principal  poultry  markets  have  been  Can- 
ada, Central  America,  and  the  Caribbean  Islands,  and  it  has  had  little  competi- 
tion for  these  outlets.    Recently  U.  S.  poultry  has  begun  to  move  to  Europe — 
primarily  to  Germany  and  Switzerland.    Competition  for  European  markets  will 
come  mainly  from  Holland  and  Denmark,  which  are  substantial  exporters  of 
poultry  and  sell  almost  exclusively  to  European  markets. 

But  the  general  outlook  is  optimistic.    Rising  living  standards  and 
expanding  populations  in  nearly  all  countries  will  mean  a  greater  demand  for 
poultry.    In  some — such  as  Switzerland,  the  Caribbean  Islands,  and  Peru — the 
demand  for  poultry  meat  is  rising  faster  than  local  output,  resulting  in 
export  opportunities  for  the  United  States.    The  Caribbean  area  is  also  taking 
more  baby  chicks. 

Forecast 

It  is  not  likely  that  U.  S.  exports  of  shell  eggs  can  increase  sub- 
stantially in  the  next  few  years,  mainly  because  of  the  high  cost  of  trans- 
portation and  the  protection  many  governments  afford  their  farmers. 

Frozen  poultry  and  breeding  stock  will  provide  the  best  opportunities 
for  future  U.  S.  exports.    To  date  no  other  country  has  equaled  U.  S.  effi- 
ciency in  producing  high  quality  poultry  meat,  and  U.  S.  breeding  stock  is 
widely  acknowledged  as  being  the  best  in  the  world. 

Latin  America  and  Europe  offer  the  greatest  potential  future  markets 
for  U.  S.  poultry  and  poultry  products.    U.  S.  market  development  programs — 
in  progress  and  planned — will  aid  promotion  in  both  areas. 
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Table  3  .-  Storage  stocks  of  shell  eggs:    First-of -month,  United  States,  1950  to  date; 

weekly,  35  cities,  April  1957  to  date 


Year 

|  Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

'  Apr. 

'  May 

June 

'  July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Dec. 

:  1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

cases 

cases 

cases 

cases. 

cases 

cases 

cases 

cases 

cases 

cases 

cases 

cases 

(a)  Monthly,  United  States 


(b)  Weekly,  35  cities 


Weeks  : 

1958 

First  : 

169 

126 

70 

776 

990 

Second  : 

162 

113 

50 

828 

1,123 

Third  ; 

152 

96 

42 

846 

1,227 

Fourth  : 

143 

94 

910 

1,318 

Fifth  : 

1957 


1950 

110 

380 

735 

1,296 

2,1*7 

3**12 
2,083 

3,667 

3,163 

2,568 

1,558 

502 

61 

1951 

34 

75 

159 

309 

973 

2,427 

2,270 
2,728 

1,615 

958 

527 

230 

1952  ! 

1*1 

238 

942 

1,596 

2,184 

3,18* 
1,431 

3,357 

2,169 

1,709 
k9k 

1,000 

393 

1953  i 

153 

120 

248 

375 

816 

1,513 

1,199 

827 

288 

137 

195*  : 

89 

73 

133 

442 

728 

1,3*8 

1,639 

1,435 

1,031 

833 

636 

325 

1955  : 

193 

235 

258 

479 

1,183 

2,088 

2,292 
1,453 

2,244 

1,680 

1,1*0 

804 

333 

1956  : 

111 

299 

306 

309 

638 

1,200 

1,259 

1,020 
1,17* 

727 

616 

525 

1957  ! 

320 

328 

519 

932 

1,208 

1,719 

1,812 

1,507 

895 

552 

302 

1958  : 

209 

171 

105 

1,371 
i,*30 

1,478 

1,257 

959 

728 

452 

234 

1,438 

1,206 

905 

659 

378 

213 

1,465 

1,385 

1,157 

852 

600 

335 

188 

1,491 

1,316 

1,095 

802 

522 

284 

174 

1,496 

1,017 

254 

Table  4  .-  Storage  stocks  of  frozen  egg:    First -of -month,  United  States,  1950  to  date; 

weekly,  35  cities,  April  1957  to  date 


Year 

)  Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

[  Dec. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

lb. 

lb. 

lb. 

lb. 

lb. 

lb. 

lb. 

lb. 

lb. 

lb. 

lb. 

lb. 

(a)  Monthly,  United  States 

1950 

! '  54 

55 

73 

117 

155 

180 

188 

175 

155 

133 

104 

76 

1951  ! 

:  47 

31 

33 

62 

109 

163 

190 

191 

176 

151 

122 

95 

1952 

.  67 

53 

61 

84 

111 

146 

166 

163 

144 

124 

95 

72 

1953  ! 

50 

35 

42 

65 

99 

132 

160 

153 

133 

110 

87 

61 

1954 

42 

38 

42 

92 

136 

167 

186 

181 

161 

139 

118 

95 

1955  ! 

75 

66 

63 

84 

126 

171 

194 

195 

180 

155 

128 

101 

1956 

:  74 

51 

42 

61 

95 

i4o 

172 

177 

168 

152 

132 

109 

1957  : 

87 

75 

66 

78 

108 

140 

167 

177 

164 

147 

124 

99 

1958  : 

75 

64 

60 

(b)  Weekly, 

35  cities 

Weeks  : 

1958 

1957 

First 

44 

39 

36 

45 

60 

72 

92 

98 

92 

82 

72 

56 

Second 

.  *3 

39 

35 

48 

63 

76 

93 

97 

90 

80 

68 

52 

Third 

i  41 

38 

33 

53 

66 

81 

96 

96 

88 

77 

65 

49 

Fourth 

:  39 

38 

56 

69 

86 

97 

95 

85 

75 

62 

47 

Fifth 

89 

93 

59 
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Table  6  .-  Egg-feed  price  ratio,  farmers'  intentions  to  raise  chickens,  chickens 
raised,  and  pullets  on  farms,  United  States,  1925  to  date 


Year 

Egg-feed 
price 
ratio 
(weighted 
average ) 

l/ 

Chickens 
raised 

Pullets 
on  farms, 
January  1 
following 

Percentage  of  preceding  year 

Farmers ' 
intentions 
to  raise 
chickens 

Ecp-f eed 
price 
ratio 

(weighted 
average ; 

1/ 

Chickens 
raised 

Pullets 
on  farms, 
January  1 
following 

Lb. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

1925  : 

12.9 

679 

103 

1926  : 

13.5 

718 

105 

lOo 

1927  : 

13.^ 

750 

99 

_  _  > 

104 

1928  : 

12.2 

700 

91 

93 

1929  : 

13-1 

751 

253 

107 

107 

1930  : 

13-8 

777 

24-4 

105 

103 

96 

1931  : 

10.6 

709 

230 

77 

91 

94 

1932  : 

11.6 

736 

237 

109 

104- 

103 

 \J 

1933 

1^-3 

750 

238 

123 

102 

100 

193^ 

10.9 

64.4 

212 

76 

86 

89 

1935 

11.4 

658 

226 

105 

102 

107 

1936 

13.1 

715 

24-9 

115 

109 

110 

1937 

601 

215 

72 

84- 

86 

I938 

11.4 

651 

2k2 

108 

121 

108 

113 

1939 

12.6 

697 

254- 

108 

111 

107 

105 

19^0 

lOA 

634 

2k0 

96 

83 

91 

94- 

19^1 

11.5 

745 

278 

109 

111 

118 

116 

194-2 

13.2 

319 

112 

115 

113 

115 

19^3 

14-. 7 

1,001 

350 

116 

ill 

119 

110 

19UU 

11.2 

832 

301 

83 

76 

83 

86 

19J+5 

12.8 

890 

322 

96 

114- 

107 

107 

194-6 

11.9 

738 

28l 

86 

93 

83 

87 

19^7 

11.3 

719 

278 

94. 

85 

97 

99 

194-8 

9.8 

015 

258 

80 

87 

86 

93 

I9U9 

12.7 

705 

On 

28  ] 

107 

130 

115 

ill 

1950 

9.6 

620 

258 

88 

76 

77 

90 

1951 

-I  1  1 

11.4 

623 

26l 

96 

119 

101 

101 

1952 

9.1 

561 

238 

90 

80 

90 

91 

1953 

:  11.3 

r  )i  Q 
54O 

255 

96 

12k 

98 

107 

1954 

10.9 

540 

257 

100 

96 

99 

101 

1955 

:  9-7 

462 

239 

82 

89 

86 

93 

1956 

:  12.1 

4-79 

250 

103 

125 

104 

105 

1957  2/ 

:     9-1  (9-6 

)  394 

224- 

91 

75 

82 

90 

1958  3V 

(12.0 

106 

(125) 

l/  Weights  are  as  follows:     Preceding  November,  1;  preceding  December,  2;  January,  3, 
February,  h;  March,  5;  April,  3;  May,  1.     2/  Preliminary.     3_/  For  1958,  November 
February;  comparable  1957  in  parentheses. 
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Table  7« — Chickens  raised,  subsequent  egg  production,  and  related  data, 

1940  to  date 


(including  data  for  cover  chart) 


Chickens  : 

• 

Feb .  in- : 

:      Pullets  on  hand, 

raised  ; 

Ucii  U  lUIlo  . 

Dtot\at,"I"  t  f"\T"t 

riupui  u  J.U11 

January  1  following 

^gS  pro- 

00  raise. 

ox  puiicus 

CLUCT<10I1 

As  a  : 

chickens : 

in  farmers1 

As  a  per- 

on farms 

Year 

As 

percent-  : 

•as  a  per-: 

chick 

:  during 

age  of 

cent  age  of: 

purcnases 

: Reported 

centage 

!  1  oiiowmg 

re- 

pre- : 

preceding: 

:  number  : 

of  hens 

;  year 

ported 

•  ceding 

!    year  : 

, and  pullets 

:  year 

on  hand 

Mil. 

:    mix  . 

rCt . 

rCT.  • 

Mil . 

Pet . 

cases 

J-y^rKJ 

;  03^- 

91 

06 

o)i  r\ 
240 

63 

110 

1  qUt 

:  745 

118 

278 

65 

1  "3C 

1 0L0 

■i-y^rC. 

Hi 

IIP 

319 

65 

•1,001 

119 

"116 

350 

67 

103 

1944 

:  032 

Ao 
83 

83 

57 

301 

64 

156 

iyO 

Ann 

:  090 

9° 

322 

DO 

1  cc 

155 

iy+o 

:  738 

83 

00 

CO. 

?9 

281 

65 

1  c)l 
lp4 

lyt  ( 

!  719 

98 

Q)i 

94 

01 

270 

67 

152 

1  QliA 

:  615 

8p 

OU 

°3 

258 

65 

i  c£ 
150 

1949 

:  705 

115 

107 

63 

287 

DO 

164 

i^pu 

:  620 

88 

258 

65 

101 

:  623 

101 

q6 

DM- 

261 

66 

101 

■Lyjc. 

on 

Q0 

66 

0+ 

lOl 

1953 

548 

98 

96 

68 

255 

69 

164 

195^ 

:  540 

99 

100 

71 

257 

70 

165 

1955 

!  462 

86 

82 

72 

239 

66 

169 

1956 

:  479 

101+ 

103 

73 

250 

68 

168 

1957 

:  394 

82 

91 

77 

224 

64 

1958 

106 

78 

1/  Percentage  of  sexed  pullets,  plus  allowance  for  pullets  in  straight-run 
purchases . 
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Table  8  . — Monthly  hatchings  of  replacement -type  chickens,  available  data,  1954 
to  date,  and  replacement -type  eggs  in  incubators,  March  1,  1958,  and 
chickens  raised,  United  States,  1954  to  date 


Month  and  item 

:  1954 

1955  : 

1956 

• 
• 

:   1957  y 

Ml 

1 

\     1958  2/ 

cm/ 

:  Million 

Million 

Million 

Million 

Million 

Hatchings 

34.4 

January 

32.9 

39.3 

30.5 

February 

71.2 

84.0 

56.3 

60.9 

March 

;  3/201.5 

148.8 

149.5 

109.4 

4/(104) 

April 

:  3/193.9 

163.9 

159.4 

129.4 

May  : 

:  3/111.5 

IO7.9 

108.8 

90.8 

June 

:    3/  33.9 

32.7 

34.7 

32.9 

July  : 

14.9 

15.4 

11.9 

August  ; 

12.6 

14.3 

10.2 

September  : 

14.1 

14.8 

12.3 

October  : 

16.6 

17.1 

13.0 

November  ; 

15.5 

14.7 

12.2 

December  i 

17.5 

15-9 

15.7 

Total,  calendar  : 

year  : 

648.6 

667.9 

524.5 

Total,  12  months  : 
ending  July  of  : 

given  year  : 

667.4 

538.0 

Chickens  raised,  ; 

calendar  year 

54o.o 

461.9 

478.6 

39^.3 

1/  Revised.  2/  Preliminary.  3/  Derived.  4/  Eggs  in  incubators  first  of 
month  as  a  percentage  of  preceding  year. 


Table  9. — Turkey  hatchings,  and  other  indicators  of 
crop  size,  1958  to  date,  with  comparisons 


Volume, 

current  season,  as  a 

percentage 

Item 

of  year  before 

:       Belt svi lie - 

:  White -feathered 

:  Bronze 

type  turkeys 

:    heavy  turkeys 

:  turkeys 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Hatchings,  Sept. -Feb. 

:  72 

80 

76 

Eggs  in  incubators,  Mar.  1 

:  100 

78 

86 

Breeders  tested,  July  1 

to  Mar.  1 

'  87 

73 

Intentions  (Oct.  l)  on  : 

size  of  Jan.  1  breeder  : 

flock  : 

87 

78 

100 

Breeder  hens  on  farms, 

Jan.  1  i 

1  89 

[ 

94  ] 

Intentions  to  raise  turkeys 

89 

100 

104 
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Table  1] . — Broilers:    Prices  per  pound,  selected  areas,  January  1954  to  date 


Year 

:  Jan. 

Feb. : 

Mar. 

:  Apr.: 

May  : 

June  • 

July  : 

Aug. : 

Sept . : 

Oct. : 

Nov.  ; 

Dec. 

:  Ct. 

Ct. 

Ct. 

Ct. 

Ct. 

Ct. 

Ct. 

Ct. 

Ct. 

Ct. 

Ct. 

Ct. 

(PL 

)  Mid-month  average  price  received  by  farmers, 

1  1  VP 
i — L  VC 

1  O^k 

Oh.  O 

C.C.  .  0 

24.3 

23.7 

24.  4 

25.4 

24.9 

23.0 

ex. .  \J 

C\)  .  JL 

1Q  O 

1955 

24.4 

25.4 

29.7 

28.4 

27.0 

27.2 

26.5 

26.9 

25.2 

22.0 

21.2 

19.4 

1956 

20.6 

21.  4 

20.8 

21.1 

20.2 

21. k 

19.6 

18.2 

17.2 

16.8 

16.6 

1957 

.  18.0 

19.  4 

19.8 

19-1 

19-4 

20.7 

21 A 

21.0 

18.6 

17.2 

17.1 

16.3 

1958 

:  19-9 

20.3 

(b)  Del -Mar- Va,  average  price,  live  1/ 

►     PP  P 

PO  Q 

21.9 

25.1 

21.8 

24.7 

25.3 

25.0 

24.1 

10 .  \) 

pi  « 

C.X. .  O 

1  Q  1 

1955 

25.1 

26.9 

29.8 

32.0 

25.2 

28.1 

28.0 

28.0 

26.9 

20.8 

18.7 

19.7 

1956 

21.5 

22.9 

22.9 

20.9 

21.2 

19.1 

22.9 

19-3 

18.4 

18.1 

16.4 

17.2 

1957 

18.1 

20.8 

21.9 

20.2 

19.1 

21.8 

22.1 

21.8 

19.2 

17.0 

16.7 

16.1 

1958 

18.8 

20.3 

22.3 

(c)  North  Georgia,  price  at 

farm, 

live  1/ 

1951* 

.  22.0 

22.0 

23.3 

23.8 

21.4 

22.2 

24.5 

25.2 

22.6 

18.2 

21.0 

18.7 

1955 

!  22.0 

23.7 

28.1 

29.9 

25.3 

26-5 

24.3 

26.0 

25.0 

21.0 

21.1 

18.7 

1956 

21.3 

21.1 

21.0 

19.6 

20.0 

18.2 

21.4 

18.8 

16.6 

17.0 

16.0 

15.1 

1957  ■ 

16.4 

19.6 

19.8 

19.1 

17.8 

20.1 

20.2 

20.0 

17.6 

15.8 

15.6 

16.2 

1958 

17.7 

19.2 

21.0 

1954 

25.4 

26.5 

1955 

22.4 

26.0 

1956 

21.1 

22.1 

1957 

22.8 

19.5 

1958 

I8.9 

21.9 

1954 

39-7 

37-^ 

1955 

35-8 

38.8 

1956 

36.3 

35.9 

1957 

29.3 

33-8 

1958 

29.2 

32.2 

(f) 

1954 

30.1 

28.4 

1955 

.  31.7 

32.7 

1956 

27.4 

27.0 

1957 

;  24.2 

25.2 

1958 

.  24.6 

26.6 

(d)  San  Joaquin  Valley  of  California,  country  paying  price  1/ 


25.0 
30.6 
21.1 
24.6 

23.6 


24.5  24.1 
33.0  27.5 

21.6  22.0 
19.2  19.6 


28.4 
30.0 
22.0 
22.0 


25.5 
28.0 

23-5 
22.0 


28.5  24.6 

29.0  28.1 

23.0  21.5 

22.3  20.6 


price 

u 

24.0 

24.2 

21.5 

23.8 

21.0 

20.7 

18.6 

16.4 

17.0 

16.5 

16.6 

16.8 

(e)  Chicago,  eviscerated  broilers,  wholesale  1/ 


39.1 
45.2 
35.8 
33-6 

35-0 


39-2  36.1 

47.2  4l.O 

33-6  33-6 

32.5  29.4 


37-7 
42.6 
32.0 
33.9 


40.5 
39-8 
35.2 
33-4 


41.1  37.6 

42.2  32.6 
32.5  30.1 
33-6  30.5 


32.5  35-4 
35-2  34.2 

28.6  27.8 
27.5  26.8 


(f)  New  York,  New  York  dressed  broilers,  2\  lb.,  wholesale  1/ 


28.6 
35-6 
27.4 
26.8 
27.3 


32.2  29.3 

37-0  31.2 

25.O  26.6 

25.4  24.6 


30.6 
35.0 
26.8 
26.5 


31.0 
34.1 
28.1 
27.1 


30.2  30.2 

33-0  33-4 

24.8  24.2 

27.4  26.8 


25.0  26.7 

25.9  26.8 

22.8  21.1 

22.8  23.8 


32.5 
32.2 

26.3 
27.2 


25.0 
24.2 
22.2 
22.8 


1/  First  full  week  of  month. 
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Table  12.-  Turkey  prices,  per  pound:    Selected  series,  June  1953  to  date 


MARCH  1958 


Season  • 

June  : 

July 

Aug. 

:  Sept.  : 

Oct.  : 

Nov.  : 

Dec.  : 

Jan.  : 

Feb.  : 

Mar. 

Apr . 

May 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

(a)  Average  farm  price,  mid -month  (li 

ve),  United  States 

1953-54  : 

31-7 

32-3 

32.7 

32.4 

33-3 

33-9 

34.5 

33-2 

33-9 

33-6 

33-3 

31.0 

1954-55  : 

31.3 

28.6 

27-8 

27.6 

27.0 

28.5 

29.6 

ZJ.h 

29.5 

30.  4 

29-7 

28.9 

1955-56  : 

29.  4 

29.6 

29.5 

31.0 

31.2 

29-8 

30.5 

30.6 

31.0 

31-3 

30.8 

30.6 

1956-57  ■ 

29.1 

26.6 

28.3 

26.7 

25-9 

25-9 

27-8 

27.6 

27-3 

26.0 

26.8 

24.9 

1957-58  ■ 

23.  4 

22.1 

22.6 

22.9 

22.3 

23.6 

24.8 

22.6 

2U.7 

1953-54 

32 

1954-55 

26 

28 

28 

1955-56 

25-26 

30 

29 

1956-57 

31 

27-28 

24 

1957-58 

22 

20 

20-21 

(b)  Live,  heavy  type  young  toms,  San  Joaquin  Valley, 
California,  first  day  of  month  l/ 


25-26 
25-26 
30-33 
20-21 


24-25 

28 
28 
17 


295-31 

24-  25 
27 

25-  26 
18-19 


29-295 
24 

27-295 
24^-26 

21 


28-  29 
22-225 

29-  30 
25-25i 

195 


28-29 
23-24 
265-27 
23-24^ 

184-19 


28-29 

23-24 
264-27 
26-28 
20-21 


29-30 
214-23 


17-19 


(c)  Live,  heavy  type  hens,  San  Joaquin  Valley,  California, 
first  day  of  month  l/ 


32 
28 

304-31 
274-28 
2l|-22 


33  35-354.  364-374 

28  31-32  315-32 

344-35  33  315-324 

27-275  254-26  254-26 

22  224  26| 


24 


(d)  Frozen  eviscerated  toms,  heaviest  weights  quoted,  New 
York  City,  first  day  of  month  Xj 


56-60 
50-52 
«^-524. 
64-65 
44-45 


61-64 

51p3f 
524-535 
42I-43} 


35 

30-31 

31 

29 

23-234 


55-59 
464-49 
^-53, 

65-654. 

40-43 


56-59 
47-49 
51-54 
65^-66 
40 -4l 


55-57 
47-49 
555-57 
60-61 


55-59 

464-49 
504-54 
50-52 

38-394 


53-56 

44-48 

48-50 

43-444 

38-4o| 


514-5^ 
434-46 
474-484 
48-494 
40-4l4 


51-54 
43-45 
53-54 
474-49 
39-41 


51-54 
44-48 
54-55 
46-47 
38i -41 


514-544. 
444-48 

54-55 
44-444 
3&4-4o| 


49i-534 
46-49 

574-58 
45-464 


(e)  Frozen  eviscerated  hens,  12-14  pounds,  New  York  City,  first  day  of  month  l/ 


59-61 
51-53 
50-52 
47-484. 


33 

27-295 
304-31 
26|-27 

23 


56-59  55-57 
U5i-48  48-494 
48_49|  494-51 
46-47  43I-444 
37-38  375-38 


56-57 
47-49 
51-524 
44-444 

38-39 


58-60 
495-51 
52-54 
44-45 
4o-4o| 


59-604. 
51-53 
504-52 
44-454 
43-44 


6O-614 

48-51 

50-51 

42-  43 

43-  44 


60-614. 

48-51 

50-51 

39-40 

43-44 


60-6l4 
48-50 
494-51 
394-414 
46-47 


594-614. 
48-50 

50-5I5 
424-434 


(f)  Live,  Beltsville  Small  Whites,  Shenandoah  Valley,  Virginia 
and  West  Virginia,  first  day  of  month  l/ 


32-33  33 
26-264  27i-28 
30-304  30-304 
264  25-26 
23-234 


23 


33-33 
29 

304.-31 
25 
23-231 


364. 
31-32 

30-314 
254-26 

244-25 


374. 
32 

28-285 

26-27 

30 


37 
28 

295 
26 

24-25 


(g)  Live,  heavy  type  toms,  Iowa,  first  Friday  of  month  l/ 


28-30 


271-28 


28 
21 


32-33 
28 
21-5-22 


24i 
27 

29-30 
20 


30 
26 

29-31 
25-254 
195-205 


30-304 
24-244 

30 

24-25 

20-204 


29-314 

23-24 
26-27 
23-234. 
20 


30-31 

25-254 

28-285 

27-30 

23-24 


20-23 


21 


234. 


(h)  Live,  heavy  type  hens,  Iowa,  first  Friday  of  month  l/ 


344-354.  33-34 
28  30i-304 

304-3I5  34 
285  26-265 
23  22-23 


344-354 
29-30 
37 

274-28 

23-24 


38-384. 
324.-33 
33 

27-274. 
25 


39-40 

35-354 
32-34 

28-  285 

29-  30 


274 


22 


24 


49-53-5 
474- 504 
614-62 

42-44 


514-534 
534-54 


35 

37 

33 

30 

30 

30 

30 

31 

33 

30-31 

29-30 

26-27 

26 

26 

24-25 

27 

30 

20-22 
28-304 


28-284 


l/  Or  next  date  when  quotation  is  available. 
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Table  13. -Turkeys : 


Number  raised,  1953  to  date,  and  intentions  to  raise 
turkeys,  United  States,  1958 


Heavy  breed 


Year 


J  White  1/  2/  '.  Other  l/  2j\  Total 


All 
turkeys 

Million 


Million 


Million 


Million 


Million 


Turkeys  raised  : 

43.4 

16.4 

59-8 

1954  .......: 

to  1- 

48.5 

19.2 

67.7 

1955  : 

48.8 

16.8 

65.6 

1956  : 

63.2 

13.7 

76.9 

1957  : 

ft-  /- 

80. 6 

14.8 

52.5 

67.3 

13.3 

2.2 

1-5 

3.7 

0-3 

4.0 

3-3 

5-9 

9.2 

1-7 

10.9 

5.8 

14.3 

20.1 

2.1 

22.2 

1.4 

5-5 

6.9 

6.3 

13.2 

1-7 

6.2 

7-9 

1.3 

9-1 

0.6 

18.9 

19.5 

1.6 

21.1 

Intentions  to  raise  turkeys  4/  : 

1958  : 

14.7 

5^.6 

69.2 

11.9 

81.1 

2.1 

1.5 

3.6 

.2 

3-8 

3.8 

5-8 

9-6 

1.6 

11.2 

6.2 

14.8 

21.0 

2.2 

23.2 

1.1 

5.4 

6.6 

5.7 

12.2 

1.5 

5.8 

7-3 

1-3 

8.6 

0.3 

20.8 

21.1 

.8 

22.0 

1/  Derived     2/  Totals  may  not  add  due  to  rounding.    _3/  Preliminary.    4/  As  of  January,  1958. 


Table  14  .-Turkeys:    Composition  of  storage  stocks,  available  data,  September  30,  1954  to  date 


\                               Date  of  reported  holdings 

Item 

;  Unit 

September  30 

January  31 

:  1954  : 

1955  : 

1956  \ 

1957 

:  1955 

:  1956  : 

1957    :  1958 

Class  of  turkey: 
E  viscerated 
Toms 
Hens 

Broiler-fryer  type  : 

Pet. 
Pet. 
Pet. 

41 

46 
7 

(a)  Percentage  breakdown  of  reported  holdings  2/ 

30          33          60          72          74          79  84 
55         56         33         18         17         16  11 
13         10           6           4           5           4  4 

N.  Y.  dressed 
Toms 
Hens 

Pet. 
Pet. 

5 
1 

1 
1 

1 
1 

3/ 
3/ 

4 
2 

3 
1 

1  1 

3/  3/ 

(b)  Size 

of  reported 

sample  and 

total  U. 

S.  holdings 

Size  of  sample  on  which  : 
percentages  are  based  : 

Mil.lbk' 

50 

48 

59 

97 

80 

70 

108  115 

U.S.  cold  storage  holdings 

Mil.  lb.: 

78 

77 

98 

149 

124 

96 

170  180 

1/  Do  not  add  due  to  rounding.  2/  Based  on  sample.  3/  Less  than  0.5  percent. 
Institute  of  American  Poultry  Industries. 
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Table  16.-  Turkeys:    Number  raised  and  related  data;  available  data,  1930  to  date 


:          Absolute  numbers 

Change  from  preceding  year 

s 

Number 

Percent 

Turkey - 
feed 

,  Breeder 

Turkey- 

:  Breeder 

:  Turkey- 

:Farmers* 

:  Breeder 

Year 

: Turkeys 

hens  on 

:Turkeys: 

feed 

:  hens  on 

0      x  ecu 

•  lQOcQ- 

•    QcDG  On 

I  raibcu 

price 

■pa  v»nn3 
1  ai  llio  j 

: raised  : 

price 

:  farms, 

•  price 

1  "fcions 

:    farms  y 

ratio 

Tan  1 
Jail*  X 

•  2/ 
ry  • 

ratio 

.  Jan.  1 

p/ 

0  irfO  raise 

:  Jan.  1 

1/ 

1/ 

•  2/ 

•  uui Keys 

p/ 

.  MIX. 

JLjD  • 

1UH 1 
MIX. 

Mil. 

Lb. 

Mil. 

Pot 

JrCTi  • 

JrCX  • 

a.  All  turkeys 

XX  0  £. 

_l 

-1.9 

1  ^ 

~xp 

1  Q31 

in  7 

1 

-0.5 

5 

-4 

:  22 

14.6 

k 

3.9 

22 

36 

1933 

:  23 

11.7 

1 

-2.9 

h 
f 

pn 

1934 

>  PP 

ft  n 

-2 

0  7 

7 
- 1 

■3P 

1CRR 

•  PI 

7  fi 

_1 

-A 

_k 

J 

1  Q3.fi 
xy.30 

pfi 

IP  P 

7 
1 

4.6 

^k 

fil 

ux 

fi  fi 

_2 

-5.6 

a 
-0 

kfi 
— *rvJ 

1Q38 

1  07 

i  7 

XU  .  ( 

"5  O 

1 

4.1 

-0.3 

k 

fiP 

C. 
O 

7 
-f 

1  Q3.Q 

3k 

;  51* 

ip  r 

X^O 

3  Q 

7 

1.8 

.7 

PR 

17 
X( 

07 

01 

lOkf)  < 

3k 

o  k 

k  £ 
*f  .O 

~u 

-3.1 

.7 

X 

PR 

ir 
-> 

xo 

1  Qkl 

!  55 

Q  k 

_1 

0 

-.8 

-4 

0 

-3 

-16 

10k2 

33 

10.1 

4.0 

5J 

.7 

.1 

V 

7 

8 

3 

19^3 

32 

12.4 

3.9 

-1 

p  5 

-  •  X 

— c 

p^ 

IP 

0 

19^ 

3R 

.  5s 

11  3 
XX. 5 

k  2 

3 

-1.1 

.3 

i  n 

_Q 

"7 

O 

c 

« 

1045 

k3 

11  ft 

XX 

k  R 

8 

•  5 

•  3 

pp 

1. 

a 
0 

7 
I 

1q1l6 

kn 

11  1 
xx.x 

k  ft 

_3 

-.7 

.3 

—0 

—O 

c 
? 

7 
1 

3k 

1f>  p 

3  ft 

5'° 

-6 

-.9 

-1.1 

-1 R 
xp 

-8 

—x.vj 

_PP 
— r  r 

1948 

•  3P 
5^ 

7  7 
1  •  1 

p  r 

_2 

-2.5 

-1.2 

_7 
1 

-PR 

-5  8 

_oq 

IQkq 

kl 

xj.x 

3  i 

J.X 

10 

5.4 

.6 

jX 

I  w 

PR 

2k 

1950  : 

kk 

TO  P 

3  3 
j  •  j 

3, 

-2.9 

.1 

8 

-22 

1 

4 

1951  : 

53 

9.0 

3.2 

-1.2 

.1 

20 

-12 

1 

-2 

1952  i 

62 

9-2 

3.7 

9 

.2 

•  5 

17 

2 

11 

15 

1953  : 

60 

8.2 

3.2 

-3 

-1.0 

-.5 

-4 

-11 

-8 

-14 

1954  ! 

68 

9.1 

3.1 

8 

.9 

-.1 

13 

1 1 

7 
1 

_2 

1955  : 

DO 

7  R 

3  0 

-2 

-1.6 

-.1 

-3 

_lft 
— xo 

_k 

_o 
J 

77 

0  n 

y.u 

Q  P 

n 

1.5 

.2 

17 

on 

0 

7 
( 

1957  1/  : 

81 

1  •? 

3  7 

k 

-1.5 

•  5 

5 

1 7 
-x[ 

xu 

Ik 

XH- 

1958  : 

7  1 
I  «x 

3  k 

-.4 

-.3 

X 

7 
I 

Heavy-breed  turkeys 

1953  ! 

43 

2.7 

6/-1 

6/-2 

-3 

1954        :  hs 

2.4 

5 

12 

-9 

1955  ! 

49 

P  R 

K 

"i? 

1 

0 

c 

1956  57  : 

63 

P  ft 

•  3 

29 

lk 
X1* 

1  0 

1957  1/  : 

67 

3«^ 

k 

.4 

6 

i  ■a 

1958  : 

j.U 

•3 

j 

-6 

c.  Light -breed  turkeys 

1953  i 

16 

0.5 

6/-2 

6/-9 

-23 

40 

1954  : 

19 

.7 

3 

.2 

17 

9 

1955  : 

17 

.5 

-2 

-.1 

-12 

-11 

-19 

1956  5/  : 

14 

•5 

-.1 

-18 

-16 

-14 

1957  y  : 

13 

.5 

i/3 

3/ 

-3 

-3 

5 

1958  : 

.4 

-11 

-11 

1/  Weighted  average  of  monthly  ratios  as  follows:    1930-44,  preceding  October,  1;  preceding  November,  4; 
preceding  December,  4;  January,  1.    1945  to  date,  preceding  October,  2;  preceding  November,  4;  preceding 
December,  3;  January,  1.    2/  Computed  from  unrounded  data.    3/  Change  smaller  than  0.5.    4/  Less  than 
0.05.    5/  Preliminary.  6/Derived. 
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Penalty  for  private  use  to  avoid 
payment  of  postage  $300 


OFFICIAL  BUSINESS 


NOTICE 

If  you  no  longer  need  this  publication, 
check  here  /  /  return  this  sheet, 
and  your  name  will  be  dropped  from 
the  mailing  list. 

If  your  address  should  be  changed, 
write  the  new  address  on  this  sheet 
and  return  the  whole  sheet  to: 

Administrative  Services  Division  (ML) 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
U.  S.  Department  of  Agriculture 
Washington  25,  D.  C. 


